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BEN DlGathwon . * 
OF THE . ] 
: Paflage in Fofephus,. 
CONCERNING 
JESUS CHRIST. 


t 


{HIS celebrated paffage has been 
controverted greatly. Many have 
‘| engaged in the defence of it, as 
affording. evidence very favourable to Chritti- 


anity: while others have oppofed it as ftrong- 
ly, and looked upon it as an interpolation and 


wards the decifion of this controverfy, it will 
be proper to take a view of the Hiftorian, in 
whofe writings this intelligence is found. 


| 


Ww e fhould confider th 


a 
forgery. Before we make any advances to- {| 
) / 


e fituation, in which Jo- 


a B fephus ; 
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fephus was placed; the time when he wrote; 
and the perfons, to whom he addrefled him- 
felf. For he was in many refpects particu- 
larly circumftanced; and his difpofition, and 
purpofe can only be known from thefe con- 
fiderations; which if duly weighed will afford 
great light to his hiftory. He lived at * Jeru- 
falem, and was of the priefthood: but was 
for a good while converfant in Galilee. By 
thefe means he might poffibly have feen fome 
of the apoftles themfelves: but could not 
well have been unacquainted with many of 
the difciples of Chrift, and with fuch as were 
of the firft profelytes to his religion. He mutt 


have heard of the miracles performed by the 
P 


firft preachers of the Gofpel; and of thofe 
wrought by our Saviour he muft have had in- 
telligence from perfons, who were eye-wit- 
nefies: for, as St. Paul fays, Thefe things were 
not done in a corner. We appears to have been 
a perfon of parts, and learning, and had made 
a great proficiency in the ftudy of the Jewith 
law. When he was about the age -of fifteen 
years, he entered himfelf among the Effenes ; 
a fet of afcetics, who affected a fuperior degree 


* Jofephus. Edit. Havercamp. Vol. II. p. 2. in vita 
Jofephi. 
3 of 
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Kae 
of abftinence and purity; and were the moit 
rigid obfervers of the Mofaic inftitutions. The 
perfon, under whofe tuition he lifted himfelf, | 
was one Banus, a man of a fevere and {olitary 
way of life: who refided in the wildernefs, and 
dealt much in ablutions. On this account he 
is by fome fuppofed to have been a difciple 
of John the Baptift. After three years refi- 
dence under this mafter Jofephus returned to 
Jerufalem, and affociated himfelf with the Pha- 
rifees: for he tells us, that he was determined 
to try every fect; and to adhere to that, which 
upon experience he found beft. A perfon of 
this turn of mind, with fo much diligence and 
curiofity, muft neceffarily have made fome 
inquiry about Chriftianity and its doétrines. 
Its profeffors were now very numerous ; and 
the miracles exhibited by Chrift and his apof- 
tles fufficiently authenticated. Numbers be- 
lieved them, who did not acknowledge Chrift 
as their Saviour; and Jofephus was un- 
doubtedly of this number. For there 1s a great 
difference between admitting the facts, and 
making thofe inferences, which Chriftians draw 
from them. ‘Thofe who have called this hif- 


tory in queition, do not feem to have con- 


‘fidered thefe things ; which, if duly weighed, 


B 2 might 
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might have made them in fome degree abate 
of their prejudices, 


The perfons, who. firft mentioned thelr fat 
picions about this paflage,: were Gifanius and 
Ofiander ia the fixteenth century. They were 
| followed by. many. others, men of great learn- 
ing; particularly * Jacobus: Salianus, Daniel 
i Heinfius, Jacobus, and Ludovicus Capellus. 
! | ‘ To thefe are added * Boxhornus, Salmafius; 
| Gronovius, Vorftius, Frenfhemius, and Tana- 
, idl qu Faber. This laft was equal in learning to 
any, who went before him, and is very, diffufe 
| upon. the fubject, He pronounces confidently, 
that the SAN is a forgery J: and he aecord- 
ingly aicribes it to Eufebius, This is very in- 
jurious.: for there is not the leaft greund to 
furmife fuch a fraud in that learned father. I 

perfuaded, that he could not have ef 
fected it. For how can. we conceive it pof- 


: fible, when, there were in his time fo many. 


t 
as copies. of Jofephus in. different’ parts of the 
| 


* Daubuz.de Teftimonio Jofephi apud Jofephum. 
Vol. II. Edit. Ha avercamp. p, 203. 
+ With him may be joined Sebaldus Snellius, and 


Blondellus, who have written on the fame fide of the 
queition., 


world, 


et eenrts 


i Giedelelejeievecensis isetatatotenats iat 


ey ee 


Pea 8 
world, to bring about fuch an univerfal inter- 
polation. He-could forge the words; but 
how could he caufe them to be every where 
admitted? for we have no reafon to think 
that there is a fingle copy, where this paffage 
does not occur. But it is faid by the learned’ 
Faber, that he has other reafons for. his-fufpi- 
cions; for the language is very ‘like that of 
Eufebius: To-this Daubuz makes anfwer, that 
no-fucli likenefs fubfifts:: and indeed, whoever 
had: brought fuch an allegation againft another 
valuable writer, fhould have given fome inftan- 
ces of this fimilarity; But from Faber we 
have nothing to this purpofe. And whereas 
he maintains, that the ftyle differs greatly from 
that.of * Jofephus; Daubuz thews in the moft 
fatisfactory: manner, that nothing can’ be more 


fimilar.. Of this he affords undeniable proof, 
_ by examining, every phrafe, and almoft every 


word; and fhewing that there is nothing intro- 
duced.in this little hiftory, for which we have 


* Nemini profecto homini unquam minus cum altero 
convenit,. quam Jofepho fecum, fi hee Jofephi funt, 
Tanaquilli Fabri Epift. pars prima. p. 129. See Jofe- 
phus. Havercamp. Vol. I. De Teltimonio Chrifi, 
p- 267. . 
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, iil not good authority in other parts of the fame 


| author. ‘To every fentence, and part of 4 


| fentence, he produces parallel * paffages in 


H the fame acceptation, and perfectly analogous : 
by which it is manifeft, almoft to a demon- 
| {tration, that the whole was written by the 
! fame hand. 


, iil But as many ftill doubt, and cannot be in- 
| duced to think it genuine; it fhall be my 
| endeavour to confider it in a new light; and ° 
i from the internal evidence determine the truth. 
eg Several of our own Divines have had their feru- 
| ples: and among thefe-is to be mentioned that 
excellent writer, Lardner. And it affords a 
4) ae noble inftance of their uprightnefs, and zeal 
for the truth, when they fet afide an evidence 
io favourable to their caufe, becaufe they 
| cannot in their confciences look upon it as au- 
| thentic. They have certainly aéted ‘very 
i laudably: but I believe they would have en- 
: tertained a different opinion; if they had con- 
fidered the temper of the times, and the dif- 


pofition of the Jews, both when our Saviour 


. oe may be found colleGted by Mr. Whiften i in the 
irft of his Six Difertations, publithed 1734, 


lived, 


lived, and when Jofephus wrote. For a great 
part of the nation believed in the miracles 
of Chrift; and looked upon him, as a pro- 
phet. They likewife perceived, that many of 
the prophecies were fulfilled in him. But he 
was rejected, he was debafed, and finally 
crucified. He therefore in their opinion 
could not have been their deliverer. But 
though they could not allow the latter part 
of his charaéter, yet, had they. been called 
upon, they would have admitted the former; 
and have given atteftation to many of his ex- 
traordinary works. Among people of this clafss 


I think, we may rank Jofephus: and if this bes 


truly the cafe; let us fee, if there be any thing 

in this epitome of our Sayiour’s life and cha- 
racter, which a perfon fo circumftanced wou ld 
not have faid. I will lay before the Reader 
not only the controverted paflage, but, part 
alfo of the preceding and fubfequent fections : 
that the manner of its introduction, as well as 


its connexion, may be feen ; as thefe are cir- 


cumftances, which will be confidered in the 


courfe of this treatife. 


B4 Jofephi 
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§ 2. Moreover Pilate took in hand the making 
of a watercourfe to fupply the city Ferufalem : 
the expences of which were defrayed from the 
treafury in the Temple. The beginning of this 
waiercourfe was avout two hundred ftadia from 
the city. But the people in general were not 
pleafed with the operation: and great numbers of 
them got together, and with loud clamours infifted, 
that he foould def if frombis defign. Some of them 
“went fo far as to attack bim with ill language 
and reproaches; as is ufual with the populace, 


a 

Pilate | 

Hit { 
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Pilate upon this fent a large body of foldiers, 
difeuifed in the very habit of the people, with a 
kind of bludgeons concealed under their cloaths i. 
who were fo placed, as to furround them. He then 
defired the people to retire: but finding that they. 
perfified in abufe, be gave a fign, which had been 
previoufly agreed upon, to the foldiers, who fell 
upon the rioters, and carried their chaftifement 
farther, than Pilate intended; making no diffe- 
rence between thofe, who were quiet, and thofe, who 
were turbulent: but beat them all alike. The. 
Fews on the other hand made no overtures -of 
fubmiffiion; fo that being unarmed, and fet upor 3 
by people prepared for that purpofe, many of . 
them were left upon the {pot dead; and others, 
who got off, were very much wounded, And thus 
the tumult ceafed, ) 


§ 3. About this time appeared in the world 
Fefus, a man of wifdom, if it is juft to call him 
a man. For he was a performer of extraordi- 
nary operations: a teacher of fuch perfons as 
gladly received the truth, He drew over to bis 
dofirines many of the Fews, and many of the Gen- 
tiles. He was the fame as is called Chrift. And, 
when upon the accufation of fome of our prin- 
cipal people, Pilate bad condemned him to be cru- 


cred, 
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ecified, thofe, who bad been before aitached ta 
him, did not fail to fhew the fome regard after 
bis death. For he appeared to them upon the third 
day reftored to life: all which, with numberlefs 
other wonderful circumftances concerning him, bad 
been foretold by the facred prophets. And there 
is a fet of people, from him denominated Chrif- 


tians, which are extant at this day. 


§ 4. Moreover about thefe times another un- 
fortunate circumftance greatly diftreffed the fews : 
and there bappened alfo fome very foamefut 
pr atiices in the Temple of Ifis at Rome. I will- 
firft make mention of the daring impiety committed 
at the facra Ifiaca; and afterwards proceed to 
‘tobat happened to the Fews, 


What I fhall immediately take into con~- 
fideration, is the tranfcript concerning our 
Saviour: though both that, which precedes, 
and that, which comes after, will be taken 
notice of in the courfe of this treatife. In my 
¥erfion I have admitted one or two paflages in 
the common acceptation: from which | fhall 
be obliged to deviate, when I come to treat of 


thofe particular parts, My purpofe is to fearch 
int 
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into. the internal evidences, with ‘eae this 
hiftory is attended: to confider the fituation of 
_the Jews in general, and of Jofephus in par- 
ticular, and of their difpofition towards our 
Saviour and his miracles: and laftly to thew, 
that there is nothing in the account tran{mit- 
ted of Chrift, the man of wifdom, but what 
an hiftorian fo fituated, and circumftanced, as 


Jofephus, may be fuppofed to have given, 


Tiveras, ds Hore, TETOy Toy xeovov Incxs, Tama 
Gine, smye avdem auroy Acye, xen. At this time’ 
Jéfus appeared. to the world, a man dj pinguied, 
Sor his wifdom; if it be right to [peak of bin 


merely as a man. 


I cannot perceive any thing exceptionable. 
in this defcription: for even the moit bitter 
enemies of. Chrift, who attributed his. wonder- 
ful works to the Prince of darknefs, yet. bares 
witnefs. to thofe works; and acknowledged, 
that. what he did, was {uperior, to human. 
power, .Jofephus therefore, who lived after. 
this inyeteracy had in fome degree fubfided,, 
may, Ithink, eafily be allowed to have given, 
this character of our Saviour, ' Tanaquil Faber. 
differs. from me greatly; and fpeaks of the: 


whole 


Sige 
ese ese 


tr ek 


whole paffage about Chrift, as the compofitior - 
of an * idiot. He excepts to the part. above: 
‘and thinks it ftrange, that Jefus fhould be 
fpoken of in fo unbecoming a manner, and re- 
prefented, as Ijcss ris, one Fefus, I know not 
who. Thus the Author’s credibility is called 
in queftion, fometimes for {peaking too much, | 
and fometimes too little, like a €hriftian: Buc. 
Faber’s zeal tranfports him too far: for the 
word zs is not to be found in Jofephus: and 
if it did occur, I cannot think, that it muft ne- 
ceffarily bear this conftruétion. Jofephus ad-. 
' dreffed himfelf to perfons, who were not ac- 
quainted with the hiftory of Chrift; and might 
very properly have faid Inces zs, as Eufebius . 
feems to have read it. I cannot therefore fee 
any thing in the paffage, either as it really 
ftands, or as he quotes it, to which we can 
reafonably obje&. He likewife finds much. 
fault with the expreffion Este avdoa auToy AEyesy 
agen: if we may call him a man: for from hence, 
he thinks, the hiftorian muft have fuppofed 
hiny to have been a God. But.this is bringing, 


* Quid dicas aliud, quar eum, 2 quo hee f{cripta funt, 
BG cxpoy pwpiees hava, F abri Epift. pars prima. p. 129." 
See alfo Jofephus:. Edit. Havercamp. Vol. 2) De Tetti- 
monio Chrifti. p, 269. 
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modes of fpeech to a fevere teft, which they 


can never abide. There are in all languages 


idioms, and phrafes, which muft be taken 


with fome limitation. If a Lover calls his 
miftrefs a Goddels, we muft not fuppofe, that 
he thinks her immortal; or that he prefents 
her with real incenfe and oblations. Our Sa- 
viour fays of John the Baptift, that he was a 


prophet, yea more than a prophet. Yet who 
ever thought that he was an Angel or Divinity? 


= = = — 
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By thefe words was only meant, that he was 
fuperior to the prophets, who had gone before 
him, 


Hy yoo maoadofov seyov moinrns: For be was @ 
performer of wonderful works. 
This likewife was a truth, to which his moft 


Sa EA a ORTON VRE aT 


bitter enemies muft have given atteftation. A 
Chriftian Writer would probably have fpoken 
of thefe works by the terms Sovpacrwoy coyuy : 
but the purport is the fame: and the account 
fo unexceptionable, that we need not, I fhould. 
think, hefitate about it. Neither Julian, Cel- 
fus, nor Porphyry, ever difputed the miracles, 
faid to be done by our Saviour: they might 
therefore readily be allowed by Jofephus. 


Asdacuaror 
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vWD. 

This to fome people has appeared the moft 
exceptionable part of the whole. Yet we find 
here a manner of fpeaking, which is common 
with Jofephus, .as the learned Daubuz has ob- 

.  ferved. Of this he produces many inftances. 
* Airioy O ny Tay avd etorreov Twy ndovn déyomevov Teg 
hoyus—t Twy Bsrcurwy ndovn dexoprevev (ras Aoyzes). 
—t Hoorn yuo tv axpoariv, Wy AEYObEV, EDEY OYTO 
§ Acoomeve tay inereiav ndovy. Daubuz fays: 
Phrafis eft Jofepho, imo Jofepho Antiquitates 
fcribenti, peculiaris, The term «nea, which 
is of the fame purport, as ro aAnfes, occurs 
often in the writings of the Apoftles. It was 
an expreffion, of which our Saviour continually 
made-ufe; for arntea, the truth, is often put 
for the Gofpel doétrine. || St. Paul afks the 
Galatians, who hath bewitched you, that you 


* Antiq. L.17. C. 12. p. 864. 
¢ Antiq. L. 19. C. 2. p. 934+ 
t Antiq. L. 18. C. 1. p. 870. 
§ Antiq. L. 18. C. 4. p. 877. Many other inftances 
are produced by Daubuz to authenticate this mode of ex- r 
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preflion. See Havercamp’s Jofephus. Vol. 2. p. 226 
and Whifton’s firft Differtation. . 
4] Galatians. C. 3. V. a. 
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Should not obey the truth? * Every one, fays our 
Ht 3 3 Saviour to Pilate, that is of the truth, heareth 
| my voice. In confequence of this fome have 
thought, that in the words of the paffage above 
there is an allufion to thefe terms fo often 
made ufe of by the Apoftles. If this be the 
cafe, Jofepl nus by faying, that Jefus was— 
| Oidacnarcs avbowmwy twy ndovn + andy Jereoevtoy, 
Hi may be fuppofed to a&, as an hiftorian of 
ny Greece would have done, if he had been to 
mention Zeno the Stoic: and had deferibed 


him, as OWarxaros avlewmrwy, Tey ndovy TO naLroV, 


xa To meerov, dexyoucvav: In all which fome par- 
ticular tefms would be alluded to, which were 
peculiar to the fect + defcribed. 


But, while Jofephus is fuppofed to’ ufé the 
Tatiguase of the Apoftlés, déés Ke nét fpeak 
the lansuage of the times) in whidh Hé lived’: 


ee Se EE ae 


and was not ante, the truth, a common term 
among the Jews for religion and morality ? 
The Hiftorian has been thought to exprefs 
himfelf’ too much like a Chriftiat: and in 


Ve * St. John, C. 18. v, gi, 


t Quid verum atque decens curo et rogo,' et omnis in. 


hoc fum. Horace. 
Inter Sylvas Academi quarere VEV UI. ibid, 
6 ‘terms 
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terms foreign to a perfon, who was not of that 
community: and upon this account great pre- 
judices have been conceived againft the paflage 
in queftion. . But I believe, it will be found, 
that both the Apoftles, and Jofephus, {pake 
equally the fame language; and availed them- 
felves of terms in common ufe among the peo- 
ple of Judea: which terms were far antecedent 
to Chriftianity.. The word Truth was taken 
with a great latitude; and occurs continually 
in the Scriptures under different acceptations : 
fo that we muft not wonder, if a Jewith writer 
made ule of an Hebrew idiom. It is faid in 
the Pfalms, * I have chofen the way of truth— 
t.And thy law is the truth. The Author of 
the book of Proverbs fays, + Have I not writ- 
ten to thee excellent things in counfels and know- 
ledge, that I might make thee know the certainty 


of the words of truth. § The lip of truth foall 


be eftablifhed for ever. \\ God fhall fend forth bis 


mercy and truth, ** They are not valiant for the 


* Pfalm 119. vV. 36. 

+ Pfalm 119. v. 142. 

ih Ge 2aewsh aks 

§ Proverbs, C. 12. v. igs 
| Pfalm 57. v. 3. 

H* Jeremtah, Geo. vs 3 
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truth upon the earth: for they proceed from evil 
to evil: and they know not me, faith the Lord. 
In this laft inftance the prophet plainly fpeaks 
of perfons, who were deftitute of divine know- 
ledge, and.loft to all virtue. Paffages to this 
purpofe might be brought in great numbers, 


were it neceflary to produce them. 


What was the purport of the words aante 
and ro mane. in the times of the Apoftles, and 
of Jofephus, may be beft known from the ver- 
fion of the Seventy: and we may at the fame 
time fee, with what latitude they were taken. 
For the Septuagint was a kind of ftandard for 
the Greck lahguage, when the Apoftles wrote, 
and in general ufe among the * Jews of all 
parts. ‘The Apoftles quote from it; and it 
was often copied by Jofephus. In fhort it may 
be efteemed the fountain, from whence they 
all drew. In confequence of this we find ac- 
cording to this verfion, that aAnfea in Pro- 
verbs is put for [3M, integrity: for where it 
is faid in the original, + Better is the poor, that 
walketh in his uprightne/s, it is rendered in the, 


* See Juftin Mart. Dialog. cum Tryphone. p. 170- 


+ Proverbs, C, 28. v. 6. 
Greek, 


TERRES Becta eR eye CEEH GTRENMBRESS, | 


| St: 2 


Greek, RPELOTWY WTWKOS WOeEvomevos ey mANDEro. Th 
* Tfaiah aanOns is put for pqy. . Accordingly 
the words, We may fay, that be is juft, are ren~ 
dered, Kas egoumev, ors aanfns ecw. Job is men- 
tioned’ as ("wl CON) perfectus, et reQus: 
which we tranflate + a perfeé?, and juft man. In 


the Seventy it’ 1S rendered avIowmos HUKKOS, UE 


EET ET EEE OTITIS A Tt NE — wan , 


. aanbivos. It is fometimes fubftituted for the 
Hebrew tan, fapiens. { J cannot find any 
wife man among you: Ov yae evploxes ey Duby wanbec. 
It occurs alfo for 53%, bonus. Ifaiah mentions 
people, § who walked in a way, that was not 
£o0d: or ax emopevdnoay oda aAandivn: The like oc- 
curs in the writings of the Apoftles. Aaneie 
is by St. Paul ufed for juftice, and oppofed to 
| adiaie And St. John inftead of faying, 
my judgment 1s guft, keeps to the Hebraifm, 
and fays, my judgment is true. **H upsots of 
‘gun adnbns esw. Juftin Martyr defines philofa- 

* MaiahyeCu az. vied) 3 

Telop,. C..2.. Vv. 3. i 

So C. 6. v.25. How forcible are right words? onuare 
arnbiva. 

T Webs 17, °M, 10. 

§ Ifaiah, .C. 65. v. 2. 

| Corinth. C. 13. v. 6. 

eeeoponn; Ci 8e0v.: 16, 
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phy to be the knowledge of aAnfew; or truth. 
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From what has been faid, we may perceive, 
that this was a term in common ufe; and that 
among other things it betokened wifdom, 


juftice, found doétrine, and morality. We 


muft not therefore think, that Jofephus in his 
application of it made ufe of a phrafe, which 
was at all foreign to his character, or incon- 
fiftent with his fituation. If there be any 


thing in it favourable to the perfon, whom he 


is defcribing, this muft not be excepted to, 
becaufe he was not himfelf a Chriftian. The 


officers, who were fent to feize upon our Sa- 


viour, came back in admiration of his wifdom. 
+ Surely, fay they, never man fpake like this 
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man: and yet we do not find that they were 


converts. How often do we alfo read, that 


t the people were aftonifbed at his dotirine: § and 


* Dialog. cum Tryphone. p. 105. 

+ jonn, Cs. 7.1. 46. 

} Matthew, C.7. v.28.  Alfo Mark, C. 4. y. 22. 
and C. 11. v. 18. 
§ Matt. C. 22. v. 33. 
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the multitude were aftonifbed at his  doétrine: 
* And they were aftonifbed at bis dotirine, for bis 
word was with power. And yet we are not 
told that the people fpoken of were his difci- 
ples. We. may therefore fairly allow Jofe- 
phus to mention Chrift as a prophet of truth, 
nar didaurnaros avdowmoy Tw ndovn tr aandy den o- 
jetvov’ and a teacher of thofe, who were well 
inclined to religion and virtue. 


The learned Dr. Forfter made an alteration 
of xaantn into vanin; by which was meant, 
inftead of things, which are good and true; 
things which are ffrange, new, and + uncommon, 
But this is contradictory to all, that precedes. 
For what has been mentioned, was certainly 
meant by way of commendation. It is befides 
inconfiftent to defcribe Chrift, as a man of wif- 
dom, and fomething more than man; and 
then to add, that he was merely a teacher of 
novelty to people, who loved ftrange doétrines. 
The alteration is certainly very ingenious: 


but there is no more occafion for it, than there 


* Lee Ci 4e y; 32. , 

+ See a Differtation publifhed upon this fubject, print- 
ed at Oxford, 1749, by Dr. Forfter of Corpus Chrifti 
College. 
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is authority : and it is repugnant to the whole 
tenour of the hiftory. 


Ko woaras ev Isdounsymodaus de xas te EAAnKa 
exnyayero, And ke drew over many of the fews, 
ana. many, alfo. ef the GENTILES. 

So it is underftood by. * Mr. Whifton:: 
and he has the authority of Rufinus, Epi- 
phanius Scholafticus, and Freculphus Lex- 
ovienfis, for this interpretation. In objec- 
tion to this paffage. Faber and many others 
yaaintain, that there is no account of, our: Sa- 
viour’s: making any profelytes among the Gen- 


1 


tiles: all. his labour was. expended, upon. the 


1 
i 


loft theep-of the houfe of Hrael. But in the 
time of Jofephus there were. numbers in dif- 
ferent nations, who had been. converted) by the 
Apoftles, If therefore the interpretation aboye 
be true, the Hiftorian. places to the account 
of Chrift thofe, who were afterwards won over 
by his difciples. If this be the cafe, we may. 
spemag an errour into which a Jewifh writer: 

t have fallen: but Eufebius, to whom 
ae whole is injurioufly afcribed, as a forgery, 
was too well informed to have been guilty of 
fuch a + miftake. But as far, as I can judge, 


the 
# Whifton’s firf Differtatton, p. 4 


+ But after all, do we not go too far in this notion ? 
The 
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the paffage is not truly underftood, and con- 
fequently not properly rendered. ‘There were 
in the time of the Apoftles, and during the 
miniftry ‘of our Saviour, Jews, devout men, 
who came occafionally to Jerufalem from every 
part of the Roman Empire. Thefe were for 
the moft ftiled Hellenifte; and are often 
oppofed to the Izdaio;,or native Jews. Such 
probably were Softhenes, and Nicanor: even 
* Luke may have been of that number; and 


doubtlefs there were many more. For befides 


The principal object of our Saviour’s miffion was certainly 
the houfe of Ifrael. But we cannot fuppofe, that he ex- 
cluded others, who believed, and defired to be of his fold. 
What are we to think of the Centurion, whofe fervant was 
healed: and of the woman of Syrophenicia? St. John 
mentions a nobleman (avne Bacidrmos) of Capernaum 5 
who believed, and all his houfe. Are we certain, that he 
was a Jew? Even among the Apoftles, was not Simon the 
Canaanite originally a Gentile? By his fecondary name | 
there is room to fuppofe it. It is faid, Matt. C. 4.V. 24. 
that our Saviour’s fame went (not only through all Judea; 


but) ¢hroughout all Syria: and they brought him all fick 


people that were taken with divers difeafes, and torments 
and he healed them. Were none of thefe believers? He went 
more than once acrofs the lake into the region of the Ga- 
darenes, and of other people, half pagan. Here he pro- © 
bably made fome proifelytes. 

* He was born at Antioch. 
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the twelve Apoftles, and the feventy Difci- 


ples, there were five hundred, to whom our 
Saviour appeared at the fame time. Many ‘of 


hefe were probably of this clafs. This dif- 
ference among the firft profelytes to Chrifti- 


anity is mentioned very early by the author of 
the Acts: who takes notice, that the Helle- 


nifte thought, they were in fome degree ne- 
glected, and were accordingly jealous of the 
native Jews. * Eyevero yoyyuojos twv KAAnviswy 
moos TEG p.aebinis Thefe are the perfons, I 
Imagine, whom Jofephus defcribes under the 


Character of +ras +8 “EAAnuxe. He ufes the 
term Isdasxov much in the fame manner, when 
he is {peaking of the Jews collectively: and 
he accordingly, when he is treating of Tibe- 
rius, tells us, 7 “eAeves wrav to ludauinoy rns Patan 
cameralnver: he ordered the whole body of the 
ews to be driven from Rome. We thould 
therefore for the future render the paffage, 
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VINE EMNYUYETO, He won over to his dottrines 
vany of the native Fews, and alfo many of the 
Hellen. whe were of other countries. 
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‘O Xeisos ouTOs nV. 

By this the Author did not mean, that he 
efteemed Jefus, as the Meffiah: but only, that 
he was the perfon called Chrift. We may form 
a judgment of his meaning from the manner 
of his expreffing himfelf in another place, when 
he is fpeaking of James, who was put to death 
by Herod. He ftiles him * adsagov Ince re 
AEYOMMEVE Xeise : the brother of Fefus, who was 
called Cbrift. Many, I am fenfible, have 
thought, that this expreffion “O Xgisos cures nv, 
was certainly the inditing of a Chriftian. But 
it muit be confidered, that Chriftus was a well 
known title of our Saviour even among the 
Gentiles: and as Jofephus had mentioned him 
by the name of Jefus ; he could not avoid in- 
troducing this fecondary appellation to diftin- 
euifh him from others of the fame name. For 
befides Jefus, the fon of Nun, he mentions in 
the courfe of his hiftory many others fo called. 
We read of Jefus, the fon of Saphat: Jefus, 
the fon of Jofodec: Jefus, the fon of Gamala: 
Jefus, the fon of Gamaliel: Jefus, the fon of 
Damnzus: Jefus, the fame as Jafon: Jefus, 
the Prefect of Tiberias: to which lift others 


od Antiq, lis 20. q. 9: p- 974. 
might 


Upnisibiaiieenienenn EE: ‘i Se ee axapsincnsiey 
pbbprpteecisscesvescsecnatupeeracereccapenatchesescvsverecest-catccteseecercectutreracecert peri areesuaneagtteet setyuscoctsesscar tecceres cours, th garegecacastschere ustuettititecasionetetty: 


\ 


ae eS 


might be added. To fay therefore, Jefus 
the. fame. as. Chrift, was very natural ;. and 
almoft unavoidable: fo that, I think, this ob- 
jection has no weight. We may therefore al- 
low Jofephus to. have expreffed himfelf in the 
manner above mentioned: and yet the tefti- 


mony of Origen, and that of * Theodoret, may 
have been very true: Iwonmroy roy Eben Kiov & 


deeaolas ro Xeisimvinoy UNCUY MO. 3 That Fofephus 
the Hebrew néver was a convert to Chr iiianity. 


Faber uniformly quotes this paflage, éurog 


nv o Xeicos; .and interprets it, This. was the 
Meffiah. . rom hence he argues, that if Jofe- 
phus were the Author of this account, he muft 
have been a profelyte. But as Origen and 
other Writers afiure us of the contrary, he in- 
fers, that they could never have feen this 20e 
eount of our Saviour. It was not therefore 


extant in their times; or at leaft in their co- 


pies. But with fubmiffion.to this learned. man 
I muft infift,. that. he. does. not give the true 
purport of the words. . For the whole, that 
the Author means, is, as’ I have above fhewn, 


that Jefus, the man of. wifdom, was the fame 


perfon as Chritt. 


* In Comment. ad Danielem fab fine. 
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It is neceffary to confider farther, to whom 
Jofephus addrefled himfelf in this hiftory. 
Does he not tell us, that he wrote principally 
for the Greeks; and in the next place for the 
Romans? ‘To what poflible purpofe could it 
have been, if he had told either of thofe na- 
tions, that Jefus was the Meffiah ? They would 
not have underftood the term: and it would 
have ferved only to have embarraffed the hil- 
tory. But of Chrift, whom they often ftiled 
Xensos and Chreftus, they had heard. ‘Yo be 
told, that Jefus was the fame perfon, afforded 
matter of confequence, which they could eafily 
apprehend. Faber is therefore certainly in the 
wrong in tranflating the term Chriftus Mefiah; 
and making inferences in confequence of his 
tranflation. For though the terms may poffi- 
bly bear the fenfe, which he. gives them: yet 
they undoubtedly here fhould be taken in a 
different acceptation. If an ancient writer had 
tranfmitted to us the following hiftory of Phe- 
recydes Syrus, in what manner fhould we in- 
terpret the particular part, which was defigned 
to diftinguith him? Tweras d& nate reroyv toy 
xeovey Degexvdns Tis, os Weer Tus Tay Ozwy SONTHELMS, 
xb Weel pouloy OOH AbWV y WOAAG ouveyearber” ‘O 
Eveos dures nv. What is the meaning of the 
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lait claufe, ¢ Zueos » r a? Certainly that he was 
the perfon called Syrus. Wad any thing elfe 
| Hi been intended, it would have been exprefied, 
Til GuToS NY TH YEVES Lveos, Or, T0 eOvos Lueos : and ath 
ambiguity would have been * prevented. 


We may perceive, that great part of this 
difpute has arifen from the word Chriftus being 
‘iI liable to a twofold acceptation. It is fome- 
i times introduced as a name, or title of diftinc- 


tion: at other times it relates to the high 
office and fpiritual unétion of the Mefiah. 
When a writer mentions Incey rev Asyopevov 


Xeisov, he makes ufe of it merely as a name, 
to point out more particularly the perfon 
{poken of, and to diftinguifh him from others 
fo called. But when Origen tells us of Jofe- 


phus, ux emiseucey e69 Incev, ws Xeisov, he alludes 


® I have mentioned, that Tanaquil Faber quotes it 
always ‘Ovrog nv é Xeisoge This was undoubtedly a flip, of 
memory: but it has perhaps ferved to confirm him in his 
Opinion. For, though I may appear too refined, yet, J 
think, much depends upon the collocation: and the 
terms, ‘O X¢isog éuro¢ mv, Convey to my ear a very different 
meaning, from the fame inverted, and rendered, ‘Ovrog 


mx O Xprsvos, 


hot 


Ese! 
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not to the name; but to the divine office and : 
charaGter of Chrift. The Writers therefore, 
who fpeak ‘in this manner, do not fay any 
thing, from whence we may. infer, that Jofe- 
phus did not believe, that there was a perfon 
named Chrift; but only, that he did not be- 
lieve in him, as the Mefiiah. The Jewith 
hiftorian might fairly fay of Jefus, o Xgisos 
~suros nv, (cil: Agyouevos: this was the perfon 
named Chrift: yet might be very far from be- 
lieving in him, 4s Xeisos; as a Divinity: and 
as the great Prince and Ruler fent from God. 
When therefore Tanaquil Faber infifts from 
the Words of Origen, that the text in difpute 
could not be in his copy of Jofephus, he cer- 
tainly argues from a wrong principle: for there 
is no reafon to make any fuch inference. In- 
deed from what Origen fays in the fame paf- 
fage, we may be pretty fure that he had feen 
it. And if I may in my turn be permitted to 
make an inference from an Author’s omiffions, 
1 will infift, notwithftanding the filence of Ori- 
gen in this place concerning the celebrated 
paffage in Jofephus, that he was no ftranger to 
it. Qn this account I will quote his words at 
laree. He is fpeaking of James the Juft; of 
whom 
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whom he gives the following charafter, * So 


very confpicuous was this man among the people 
for bis virtues, that Fofephus, who in twenty 
books comprifed the antiquities of his nation, trying 
to find out fome caufe for the calamities of the peo- 
ple, attributes all that the Fews fuffered, together 
|| with the ruin of their Temple, to the wrath of 


God, on account of their wickednefs in having put 
: this man to death; who was the brother of Fefus 
called Chrift. And what appears moft extraordi- 
nary in this hiftorian, is, that though he does not 
admit Fefus, whom we worfbip, to have been the 
Chrift, (or Meffiah); he neverthele/s affords this 
teftimony to the righteoufue/s of Fames. Now it is 
to be obferved, that there is no part of Jofephus, 
excepting the paffage in difpute, from whence 
Origen could have made this inference, that the 


Author did not look upon Jefus, as the Chrift. 


* Ext toceutoy os DveAoewrrev BTog Tanweoe ey Te Aww ems oe 
a Dhee. P ‘a 
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\ oe 
lsoaimny Agyaronroyray, THY HbTIOY WHeasnocs Berowevos T3 Te 
Tcoaura oremovbevas roy AKO, WS xa’ Tov yaoy HATATHOADNVE, 
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e 3 
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secaveny, Comm. in Math, C. xiii, gs. p. 230. 


fe) In 
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In this paffage the Hiftorian fays, that he was 
the fame perfon, as Chrift: and that a fet of 
people called Chriftians ftill remained: in 
which account he tacitly excludes himfelf from 
being of that number. There is not a fyllable 
elfewhere mentioned, from. whence Origen 
could have made fuch a deduction. He mutt 
therefore of a certainty have feen this hiftory 


of our Saviour. 


But let us proceed toa ftricture upon Jofe- 
phus, fimilar to that above, from another part 
of Origen. * This Writer, though he did not 
believe in Fefus, as the Chrift, or Mefiiah, yet 
when he was fearching out the caufe of the city’s 
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ruin, and of the deftruétion of the Temple, ought ta 
have acknowledged, that all this happened on ac- 
count of their injuftice towards Fefus ; and of their 
having flain the Chri, who bad been foretold by 
the Prophets. But he acceding in fome degree, 


though, as it were, unwillingly, ta the truth, fays, 
that all this evil came upon the ews, as a judg- 
ment from God, for their behaviour towards Fames 
the Fut; who was the brother of Fefus, called 
Chrift. For they put bim to death, though he was 
confeffedly a man of the moft confummate virtue. 
If then he could attribute the deftruction of eru- 
falem to * Fames, with how much more proprie- 
ty might he have afcribed it to the death of Fefus 
Chrifi 2 We find here, that Origen feems to 
blame Jofephus for not attributing the evils, 


* Origen did not confider, that James furvived our 
Saviour many years: and people, who fuppofe calamities 
to be judgments.from God, generally refer them to fome 
recent inftance of wickednefs and injuftice. Our Saviour’s 
death was rather at too great a diftance from the deftruc- 
tion of Jerufalem to have it in general referred to as the 
caufe. Not but that this calamity, and all that the Jews 
fuffered, came upon them for having rejected the Meffiah. 


Their having flain the juft one was the true caufe of their 
ruin. But as they knew not the perfon, they were equally 
ignorant of the caufe; and referred their misfortunes to 
another original. ; 


which 


Spaeee 
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which the Jews experienced, to Chrift, rather 
than to James: for he was a perfon of more 
confequence; and their outrage to him more 
heinous. But how could he have expected 
any fuich thing from this Hiftorian; if he had 
never fhewn, that he was at all acquainted 
with Chrift; but only had mentioned his name 
incidentally ? Origen thinks the behaviour 
of Jofephus upon this occafion ftill more 
ftrange, as Chrift had been foretold by the 
Prophets. But the Hiftorian muft have fhewn 
that he was acquainted with our Saviour’s 
character; or how could he have known, that 
it was conformable to the prophecies, which 
had preceded. When this learned’ Father 
tells us, that Jofephus did not believe in 
Jefus, as the Chrift, fome may perhaps think, 
that he formed his judgement from the words 
adeA@os Ince re Acyoueve Xoise ; which by a er 
fon, who believed, would have been rather 
exprefled Ines rz Xeisz. From hence he may 
be thought to have concluded, that Jofephus 
was not a Chriftian. But St. Mathew ufes the 
fame terms, * Inoes o AEYOpMEVOS Xersos ; and no 
ene can fuppofe him to have been an unbeliever. 
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Origen muft therefore have formed his opi- 


nion upon other grounds:. from the evidence 


of the Hittorian in the paffage, which is the 
fubject of debate. The very words of Ori- 
gen, Od raloigls MaTorye amiswv tw Ince ws Xeisws 
wherein he intimates, that Fofephus did not 
believe in Fefus, as the Chrift; thew, plainly, 


that the Hiftorian did in fome degree be- 


lieve ; and that he had afforded evidence of his 
belief. This is manifeft-paft all difpute. 


We may then be affured, that Jofephus 
had given an hiftory of this divine perfon: 


and Origen had certainly feen it: as is plain 
from what has preceded. §Otherwife he 


would not have blamed the Hiftorian for not 
mentioning Chrift, as the caufe of thefe cala- 
mities; but for not mentioning: him at all. 


The firft was only. a wrong inference; not fo 


much of Jofephus, as of his countrymen; and 
of little confequence. But the latter, had it 
been true, would have been a fatal omiffion; 
and an unpardonable defe&: for he, who 
knew fo much of the difciple, could not well 
be ignorant of the Mafter; and fhould have 
taken proper notice of his charaéter. All 


which 1n reality we find done. Origen there- 
fore 
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fore was acquainted with this paflage: and as 
he tells us more than once, that Jofephus 
never admitted Jefus to have been the Saviour 
of the world, he fhews plainly how he inter- 


~*~ 


preted the words, ‘O Xpisos cures ny. 


Kat aurov, cudeites TOY TOEWTAY cevdoroy THe HUA 
savew emitetimnnotos ITiAars, sx emauoayto oye 
TOWTOY UUTOV AYaMNTAVTES. And when Pilate, 
upon an accufation of the principal perfons among 
the Fews, had condemned him to be crucified, 
thofe, who had from the beginning foewed their 
regard for him, fill perfifted in their affection. 


¢ 


All this is very confiftent with the true hif- 
tory, of our Saviour : and there is nothing in 
the defcription, but what may be attributed 
to Jofephus. The learned Daubuz here, as 
in every other part of the narration, fhews 
the conformity of this with other extracts 
from the fame writer; bringing indifputable 


authority for every word, and every phrafe. 
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he appeared to them upon the third day reftored to 
life, according to the predictions of the facred pra- 
poets; wha bad foretold this, and many other 


wonderful circuinftances concerning him. . And tea 
this day there. exifts a fect; who are from him de= 


nominated Chriftians. 


This teftimony of Chrift’s refurreétion, and 
of his appearing afterwards to his difciples, 
has been by moft people thought very fufpi- 
cious: and their fcruples have been increafed 
to an utter difbelief by the account introduced 


of the prophecies, which foretold thefe events : 


and befides thefe, HAAK fUasa TOUTE Oy many 
thoufands of wonderful circumftances, which 
were fulfilled in Chnift. I muft confefs, that 


for many years I afforded no credit to this ac- 


count: and in confequence of it gave up the 
whole, as an interpolation; it feeming’ to me 
inconcéivable, that this could be the attefta- 
tion of a Jewifh writer. But upon a more 
mature confideration, I have been obliged to 
alter my opinion: for I found, that my pre- 
. judices arofe from my having confidered the 


paffage fingly, as it is generally quoted; with- 


out any regard to the fituation of the Hifto- 
rian; orto the age, tn which he wrote, orto 
the people, to whom it was addreffed : all 


which 
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which circumftances require our attention 
greatly, I fhall therefore take in a_ larger 
field; and hope, by comparing this extract of 
Jofephus with various paffages both in facred 
and: profane hiftory, to obtain fuch internal 
evidence, as fhall determine the truth, 


The principal objection, which people have 
made to the account above given, is, that Jo- 
fephus could not have afforded this atteftation 
about. our Saviour, unlefs he had been a 
* Chriftian: and we have good affurances, 
that he was not, Now on the contrary I am 
perfuaded, that many would have given a like 
teftimony, had they been called upon, though 
they were not of the Chriftian community. 
For all, that we have here told us, is, that Jefus 

was an extraordinary perfon, and wonderfully 
endowed: one, who had this immunity above 

* Ea enim, ut rete ab homine Chriftiano dicerentur; 
ita a Judzxo Sacrificatore fcribi quis credat? Tanaquil 
Fabri Epift. p. 131. Mr. Whifton is of the fame opinion, 
He thinks, that Jofephus could not have given this cha- 
ratter of Chrift, unlefs he had been in fome degree a 
Chriftian: He accordingly fuppofes him to have been an 


Ebionite or Nazarene. - See Six Differtations, p. 57. and 
Pp. 60. 
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others, that his body was not confined to the 


grave; but was raifed upon the third day. I 
make no doubt, but that many of the chief 
priefts believed it: the foldiers certainly did, 
who guarded the fepulchre, yet we never hear 
of their becoming profelytes. They gave their 
atteftation to this great event: and it 


was undoubtedly believed by many others ; 
; and why not by Jofephus ? When Herod, the 
Tetrarch, heard of the fame of Jefus, he faid, 
* This is Fobn the Baptift : he is rifen from the 
dead: and therefore mighty works do foew forth 
themfelves in him. We find, that he believed 
in Chrift’s miracles; and in the poffibility of. 


his refurrection, before it happened: Why 


then fhould it not be believed, when it really 
came to pafs? Hferod does not in the ‘leaft 


hefitate about the truth of thefe things : and 
yet he was no more a witnefs to them than Jo- 
fephus. The Jews in general were under the 
like conviction: and they perceived, that 
many of the prophecies were fulfilled in Chrift. 
‘Thofe, who had feen the miracle of the 
loaves and fithes, faid, + This is of a truth that 


* Mathew. C. 14. v. 2. Mark. C.6. v. 14. 15. 
* John. C.6. v. 14, 


Prophet, 
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Prophet, who fhould come into the world. By 
this was meant the Prophet, who was foretold 
by the facred writers. In another * place, 
upon hearing his wifdom, the people cried 
out, of @ truth this is the Prophet: that 1s, the 
perfon foretold: by which they fhewed, how 
much they were convinced, that many of the 
prophecies were in him fulfilled. Jofephus 
believed in the Prophets. Speaking of him- 
felf in the third perfon he fays, ~ Tov ye pn 
bepcoy Gi€rwy Bx nyvoer THS WROPNTEDMS, WS cy BUTOS 
TE Wy ‘Tepeus, xGS ‘Tegewy EXVOVOS» He was nece|- 
farily acquainted with the prophecies in the boly 
Scriptures, being bimfelf a Pricft, and by defcent 
of the Priefthood. Wie moreover faw plainly, 
_ that the Prophets had foretold the downfal of 
Jerufalem, and ruin of the Jews ; though he 
was at a lofs to account for the true caufe. 
He accordingly in his fpeech to that infatuated 
people, during the fiege, makes ufe of thefe 


remarkable words. f Tis ux ode Tas Tey wWa- 


*- John. C. 2, v. 40. ae 
+ De Bello Jud. L. 3. C. 8. p- 246. 


+ Thids da Gis Cy 2..pi 3750409 mentions Daniel’s 
prophecy of the deftruction of the temple; but thinks, 
that it referred to the firttemple. Ant. L.iz. C. 11. 
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CHEV OUD UG, 
TM TANMOVL WOAE KENT poy non EVES QT OH 5 Who 15 there 
fo little converfant in the writings of the ancient 
Prophets, as not to fee, that all the predetermined 
evil, which was foretold, is now coming down 
“pon this unbappy place ? 
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By the particular 
time, in which our Saviour appeared, and by 
the wonders, which were authenticated con- 
cerning him, he muft have been affured, that 
he was pointed out in fome degree, as an ex- 
traordinary perfon: juft as John the Baptift 
had been, who went before him. He indeed 
could not bring himfelf to believe, that he 
was the Mefiiah Prince: for that obftacle wag 
a general ftumbling-block, which few could 


Set over. He might th 


ercfore very ealily fay, 
that the Scriptures in many places pointed out 
fuch a perfon, .as Chrift appeared. to. be: 
h he fet 


ed to his kingdom: And he might allow, 


] 7icy 9g ie 4 a «r 1! 
ive alide ail 


thofe pailages, which 


hae tne prophecies foretold his wonderful 


tks, which were 
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rmed in fuch num- 


perto 
bers, the terms, awrAAw Pugh a Taumarto, 
they are colle&tively.. a” Grecian hyperbole, 

adapted to the perfons, for whom he chiefly 
wrote. Whoever is 


5 
al 


all acquainted with the 
Greek, and Roman languages, muft know, that 
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by puese and mille is denoted a * large but in- 
definite number; and that it’ was a common 
mode of expreflion. 


We muft confider Jofephus, as a perfon re- 
duced to a ftate of doubt and uncertainty ; 
who could not extricate himfelf from the ge- 
neral embarraflment of his nation. He was 


’ 


well verfed in the Scriptures; and knew the 


* It does not always fignify a large number; at leaft 
not a number at all adequate to the true purport of the 
word; which means ten thoufand. Homer fays of the 
Leftrygons, 


Dorvrey sO0suos Aassevyorss aArnrobsy aAAas 


Mugiorm— 
Odyff x. v. 119, 


Jofephus has a fimilar paffage about the populace at Jeru- 
falem, who came to impede Pilate’s works. It is in the 
account before quoted, p. 8. He ftiles them aorras pu= 
ereedes eae ve, many myriads of men. ‘If we were to take 


it literally, what number of myriads fhall we deem 
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many? Suppofe we go as low as ten: thefe amount to 
ene hundred thoufand: or to five; thefe will make fifty 


a. 
ae 
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thoufand. And after all the whole number might not be 


above five or fix hundred. From hence we may perceive 


that by: pve is only meant many indefinitely; and by 


rene eT 


poner adhe Savpecie, many other wonderful things. We 
muft not therefore fuffer this exprefflion to alarm us. 


Mugia, Word Hefych. 
purport 
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purport of the prophecies, and the * expecta- 
tion of the world. But at the very time, when 
he, and the chief of his nation, were in hopes 
of a mighty deliverer; they faw their temple 
burnt, their country enflaved, and the Jewith 
polity ruined. They had been told, that a 
Laweiver fhould not fail in Judah, until Shiloh 
came. But a Lawgiver did now fail: and 
though they looked round, no Shiloh, no Sa- 
viour, appeared. The Chriftians indeed faid, 
that they had found him, as he was prefigured 
by the prophets: and the perfon alluded to 
was certainly a wonderful man, sive avdoa avrov 
Acyew xen. But he was crucified: and though 
he rofe from the dead, yet he did not fave 
their city, nor deliver their nation. He could 
not therefore in their conception be the Mef- 
fiah. Many of the prophecies might relate to 


him, as an extraordinary + perfon: but thofe, 


* De Bello. ‘L. 6. C. 5. § 4. p. 390. 


+ Dr. Forfter cannot be brought to allow this: in 
eonfequence of which he alters the words ray Seu» agoPn- 
tav tO Twy soswy TeoPntuys which he tranflates, their own 
preachers, that is, the Chriftian preachers, having reported 
all thefe things concerning Fefus. p. 41. 42. But furely 
this is too forced: and at the fame time without any 
authority. 


which 
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which feemed to promife a triumphant Prince, 
were looked upon as foreign to his character. 
They probably allowed him to be the prophet,. 
who was to arife like unto Mofes: and to be 
the man of forrows, pointed out by [faiah: 
but they would not admit, that he was the hon 
of the tribe of Fudah: the anointed Prince of 
Daniel, and other Prophets, of whofe kingdon ; 
there was to be no end. Of this we have a re- 


markable inftance in the hiftorian, of whom we - 
are treating. He confeffes, that before the 
deftruction of Jerufalem there was a general 
expectation of a great perfonage, who was to 
arife: that he was foretold in the Scriptures ; 
and was to have dominion over the whole 
world. To all this he exprefsly bears witnefs. 
But as he lived to fee his Country ruined, he 
cannot be perfuaded, that this divine perfon 
was to be of his own nation: however deter- 
minate the prophecies may have been. He 
accordingly {ets afide all the paflages in Scrip- 
ture to this purpofe: and thinks, that the 
Jews were wrong in their application. The 
particular prophecy, to which he alludes, he 
Jooks upon as a dark and doubtful oracle: and 
it was certainly fo to him, and to his country- 


men in general: but to many it was very falu- 
‘tary, 


L jeanne spent tote etdtcseser 
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tary, and clear. It was like the cloudy pillar, 
which was placed between the Egyptians. and 
the Ifraelites: * I¢ was a cloud and darknefs to 
them: but it gave light by wight to thefe, All 
this was owing to the Jews not knowing the 


nature of Chrift’s miffion; nor of the Deliver 


er, who.was to come, Had our Saviour, in- 
ftead of {peaking about a new law, and a {pi- 


ritual kingdom, given out, that he came as a 
temporal Prince; all Judea, and Syria, and 
every neighbouring ftate, would have come 


under his banner. The power of Rome would 
not have been able to have fhaken him. But 


for another caufe came he into. the world ; 
which was ill underftood by the people, to 
whom he was fent. Hence they admitted the 


prophecies partially, as their idea of him was 
partial. 


As the evidence of Jofephus is of great 
confequence concerning the general expectation 
of the Jews at this time; and the deliverer, 
who was foretold; it will be proper to give 
his words at large. We fhall from them per- 
ceive, the difficulties, under which he labour- 


¢d, and the opinions, which he entertained, 


* Exodus. C. 14. vs 20. 
Te 
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*To ds ET ROLY UTES pAcoAbyce WeOs ‘TOY TWOAEMOV AY 
ene [405 augiGoros, oporms EV TOES legos. EVENMEVOS 
yedppaciy’ Pe UUTH TOY MALPOY EXEIVOY GTO THS YweGs 
1S auTav wokar rns ormepevns. ‘Tero Ob WEY WS O1xELOD 
sFerabov, xab wordror THY TDWI emravnlnoay wees 
THY KOITLY. Ednkz Sage wees thy Ovscraciave ro 
Aoyiov HyEmoviay. xT A. What raifed them to this 
pitch of rafbnefs, fo as to enter into war with the 
Romans, was an ambiguous prophecy, found, liké 
that above mentioned, in the facred writings : 
which foretold, that a perfon out of their couniry 
foould have dominion over the whole world. The 


people took this; as relating particularly to their na- 
tion : and many perfons of experience were miftaken 
in their interpretation, It in reality related to the 
dominion of Vefpafian. In the above we may 


* De Bello Jud. L: 6. C. §. § 4. p. 390. Perere- 
buerat Oriente toto vetus et conftans opinio, effe in fatis, 
ut eo tempore Judea profefti rerum potirentur. Id de 
Imperatore Romano, quantum eventu poftea patuit, pre- 
dium. Suetonius, in Vefpafiano. Tacitus fpeaks to 
the fame purpofe. Pluribus perfuafio. inerat “antiquis fa- 
cerdotum libris cohtineri, eo ipfo tempore fore, ut valef- 
ceret Oriens, profectique Judza rerum potirentur, &c. 
Tacitus. Hift. L. 5. C. 13. p.562. See alfo Zonaras, 
Vol. tf. Pp. 575+ Keys oigees Tic ao TNS Nwews auTey THs 
. ONSEN XT Ae | 
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fee the force of prejudice in a Writer, who was 


otherwife a man of fenfe, and learning; and 


well fkilled in the Scriptures. The pro- 
phecies about this perfon, who was expected,. 
were very many in number; and_ foretold 
plainly, that he was to be of the feed of Abra-. 
ham, of the tribe of Judah, of the houfe of 
David, and to be born at Bethlehem. Thefe 


with many others equally explicit, are over- 


looked by Jofephus; who refers to one pro- 


phecy only; as if there had been but one to 


this purpofe. Even this he does not name: 
but fays, that it was doubtful, and mifapplied, 
merely becaufe he was himfelf bewildered, and 
in a {tate of perplexity. And then, contrary 
to the exprefs * purport of the prophecy, he 
refers it to an alien; in whofe life there was 
not a circumftance, which could be made to 
correfpond. This fhews his great uncertainty of 
mind at this feafon in refpect to the oracles of 
his Country. 


However, while we are blaming the Hifto- 
rian, 1s he quite fo culpable, as we may at 
firft apprehend? While he is ftraining one 
prophecy, and one only, in favour of his Ro- 


* His own words are, “70 Tn Kwens Th avTwy ack ctr. 
man 
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man Patron; is not the reafon of it this; that 
he faw, the others could not be made to agree : 
and that many of them related to a different 
perfon; to a teacher of truth, a preacher of 
righteoufnels ; to one, who rofe from the dead: 
Twy FEWY TEOPNTWY THUTH TE RUE PUES WAAR Saupe 
The MWECL HUTS ELLHKOT WY. And here let it be ob- 
ferved, as Jofephus was a Jew, that all, he fays 
in regard to Chrift, is not by any means fo 
extraordinary, as his application of this one 
prophecy in favour of Vefpafian. Why then 
fhould it appear ftrange, that he, who applies 
this prophecy to a Roman, fhould fee, that 
others were fulfilled in Chrift, to whom they 
really related? 


As to the miracles of our Saviour they were 
univerfally credited by the Jews: nor could it 
have happened otherwife. Juftin Martyr tells 
Trypho more than once, that the Jews, how- 
ever obftinate, knew, that Chrift rofe from 
the dead: and that many of the prophecies 
were fulfilled in him. * Ezesdy eyvoxare aurey 


* Dialog. cum Tryphone. p. 117. Edit. Benedict. 
Ov [AETHVONTATE y poabovres AUTOY AVATAVTH EX VEXOWVe 
He fpeaks of the refurre€tion as well known. 
ibid. p. 202. 
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Vas avT ae Ex VEXOWY, HOt avaburra eis roy ZoaxvODs is 
et TF COPUT ELS WROEMMUUOY YEVUNTOILEVOVS E—— ET OW 
VONTUTE, HTX, If thefe things were known to | 
many of the Jews, why fhould we think it 
ftrange, that fome fhould atteft, what they 
knew. All had their prejudices? but they 
were not in all alike violent. There were un- 
doubtedly a great many, who faw thefe evi- 
dences for Chriftianity, and would have come 
over: but they knew not how to give up the 
religion of their fathers. I have mentioned, 
that Herod made no doubt about the miracles 
of our Saviour; though he might probably 
think, that they were the effeéts of magic. 
Some faid, that they were the operations of an 
infernal Spirit: but this was fill allowing the 
facts. * When Chrift cometh, {aid the people, 
will be do more miracles, than thefe, which this 
man hath done? Some faid of our Saviour, 
} be is @ good man : Others faid nay: but he de- 
cerveth the people: that is, he telleth them, that 
he is the Meffiah promifed to the world. And 
why, as this was fupported by fuch. wonderful 
evidences, was it not believed? Becaufe he 
* John. €..7. wv. 31; 


¢ jolind:C; 7. v. ¥2. 
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was meek and lowly; and had nothing about 
him fplendid: and moreover faid, that his 
kingdom was not of this world; which was 
not to be reconciled with their prejudices. 
Many of the Jews upon this account were as 
inveterate againft him, as his difciples were 
zealous in his caufe. They fhewed uncom- 
mon bitternefs, and tried to infiare him in 
his words; and at laft brought him to a 
fhameful and cruel death. But there was a 
third fort between thefe two extremes; which 
confifted of a large party in the nation. Thefe 
faw the fanctity of his manners, the excel- 
lency of his do&rines, and were aftonifhed at 
his miracles. And though they could not allow 
him to be the Chrift, who was to come, yet 
they efteemed him, as fomething more than 
man. Many imagined, that there were two 
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different perfons pointed out in the facred 


<=> 


writings: the one a great Prophet, a worker 


SS 


of miracles, and preacher of righteoufnefs: 


Seah 


the other a victorious Prince, who was to free 


SF 


them from the bondage of the Romans, and 
whofe dominion was to be over the whole earth. 
They thought, that the former character 


— 


might be applied to our Saviour: though 
they were {till ftageered about many appear- 


2) ances, 
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arices, which they knew not how to reconcile. 
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Such, I imagine, was Nicodemus, and Jofeph 
of Arimathea: fuch alfo Gamaliel ; and many 
of thofe difciples, who upon a time deferted 
their * Mafter. Many of the firft converts 
after his death had been previoufly in this 
{tate of mind. ‘Thefe, though they were not 
confirmed in their faith, yet yielded to the 
evidence of their fenfes. In confequence of 
which they believed in part; and admitted the 
prophecies partially: and had they been 
called upon to give an account of Chrift, they 
would have afforded much the fame hiftory, 


as is given by Jofephus. 


Such was the middle party among the Jews. 
It confifted of a fet of people in a ftate of 
fufpence: who though they were not enemies 
to the Gofpel, yet could not bring themfelves 
to accede to it. Amongft the people of this 
clafs we may place the Jewifh Hiftorian. He 
faw the truth, but at a diftance; probably not 
having an opportunity to better inform him- 


* John. C. 6. v. 66. 
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felf. The misfortunes of his country, and 
his early avocations, prevented his -being fuf- 
ficiently acquainted with the excellence of 
Chriftianity. He feems to have been placed, 
as the learned Rupertus obferves, in confinio 
lucis, upon the confines of light: and the evi« 
dence which he has given, though it is not that 
of a Chriftian, yet is it far from the teftimony of 
an inveterate enemy. He was taken prifoner 
very early at Jotapata, and remained in the 
hands of the Romans: which for.a long time 
precluded any intercourfe either with the Jews 
or Chriftians. 


But it may be ftill urged, that this tefti- 
mony is after all too grofs to be admitted: it 
being paft comprehenfion, that a Jewifh Prieft 
(for fuch Jofephus was) fhould give credit to 
the refurrection of Chrift, and to his appear- 
ance among his difciples. I anfwer that there 
is nothing in it ftrange; if he had received 
the evidence from good authority: and his 
office, as Prieft, gave him the beft opportunity 
to inquire, and to be informed. Many of the 
Jews thought, that our Saviour was Elias: 
others, that he was Feremias, or elfe fome 

K 2 other: 
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other * Prophet, who was rifen from the dead. 
Why then, as I have before urged, fhould we 
think it impoffible for people to believe his re- 
furreCtion, when it was really effected ; if they 
had thefe notions antecedently? Tertullian 
fays, exprefly, that Pilate in his public aéts, 
which he fent to + Tiberius Czfar, mentioned 
both the refurre&tion of Chrift, and his being 
afterwards converfant with his difciples for 
forty days. This may appear difficult to be 
believed: and yet: we cannot fet it afide ‘with- 
out running into a greater difficulty; for how 
can we fuppofe, that a writer would dare to 
falfify the public records at Rome: and frame 
a device, which could be fo eafily detected. 
He’ could not do any thing, that would more 


* Mathew. C. 16. v. 14. 


Others Jay, that one of the old Prophets is rifen ag Gilt. 
Luke. C. 9. v.19. 


+ Speaking of the darknefs at the crucifixion, he fays, 
Eum Mundi cafum in arcanis veftris habetis, He 
adds about Chrift: Cum difcipulis quibufdam apud 
Galileam, Judez regionem, ad 40 dies egit.—Ea omnia 
fuper. Chrifto Pilatus 


Cefari tunc Tiberio nunciavit, 


Tertullian Apologet. p. 20. He lived towards the latter 
end of the fecond Century. 


effectually 
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effetually ruin his own purpofe. It is yuft as if 
an Hiftorian now were to appeal.to an Act of 
Parliament of James the Firft: or an Edict of 
Henry the Fourth of France.. Should fuch an. 
Act, or Ediét, not exift, his reputation would. 


be immediately loft; and. every purpofe de- 
‘feated. If Pilate then gave any credit ;, why 
may we not allow the fame.to Jofephus? We. 
are oftentimes too foon alarmed: and imagine 
difficulties, which do not. exift, Thus the 
learned Daubuz feems to. have had his. {cru- 
ples; and in confequence of them he makes, 
ufe of an ingenious conjecture, to make this 
hiftory more plaufible. . Epaphroditus, who 
encouraged Jofephus to write his Antiquities, 
was 4 libellis to Nero: and lived to the time 


— 


SS Se 
Se Ee oe I 


of Domitian. The learned Commentator 
above thinks with fome reafon, that he was the 
fame as Epiphras, a Chriftian, the difciple of 


Se 


SS - Pat ae ee ae TT ee eee 


St. Paul. He moreover imagines, that: the’ 


Hiftorian inferted this paffage about our Sa-- 
viour in * compliment to him, Others in like 
manner 


* Philemon, Vee. 

Huic igitur Epaphrodito, quod effet Chriftianus, blan-- 
dire cupiens Jofephus, hoc de Chrifto teftimonium et” 
| E 3 potuit, 
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manner have thought, that Jofephus might not 
have been perfuaded about the truth of thefe 
articles, which he inferted; but only con- 
formed himfelf to the tafte of his principal 
readers; the people of Greece and Rome. 
Their hiftories abounded with prodigies. They 
had their Virbius, Hippolytus, A®fculapius, 
Alceftis: and every wonderful occurrence was 
acceptable to them. But there is no occafion 
for thefe expedients. To’ fay the truth; if he 
had not believed, what he wrote, yet his ac- 
count would have great weight, as he tranf- 
mitted’ the belief of the times. But he cer- 
tainly did not doubt of the truth of thefe 
faéts: and the perfon, who gave fuch favour- 
able accounts of John the * Baptift, and 


James, 


potuit,. et voluit, fu, hiftorie inferere. See Jofephum 


Havercamp. Vol. 2. de ‘Fett. Chrifti, Pp-.210. 


Ergo cum Jofephus hunc- Epaphroditum Chrifianum 
coleret, oportet etiam, ut de Chrifto bene fit locutus, 
ibid. p. 241. 


* Jofephus takes notice, that the death of John: the 
Baptiit was foon after the marriage of Herod with Hero- 
dias: and he mentions him asa, man, of great. virtues 3, 
nd fays, that the defeat of the Jewifh army by the Ara- 
bian 
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James, may be credited for what he fays about 
‘Chri. For the latter hiftory no more de- 
ferves to be called in queftion, than the for- 
mer. In fhort there were many who were by 
no means friends to the Gofpel, who were fa- 
tisfled about the miracles of our Saviour. A 
yery little attention to the Evangelifts will 


bjan Prince Aretas, was looked upon as a judgment upon 
Herod for his cruelty upon this occafion. Tiros o: tur 
Tedurwy EDQREL OAWAEVOLS Tov Hewds TeKTOV ugro TH Ocv, tect Ove WS 
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dunes. Antiq. L. 18. C. 5. p. 883. The Hiftorian 
gives us a farther infight into the criminality of Herod in 
this marriage,{than is afforded by the Evangelifts. Herod 
had been at Rome, where he faw Herodias. She was his 
being the daughter of his brother Ariftobulus, 


to Herodes Philippus, who was alfo his brother 


niece, 
and wife 
by the father’s fide. This woman he inticed from her 
hufband (at whofe houfe he was entertained during his 
refidence at Rome) and afterwards married her. We fee 
here a complication of inceft and feduction, ‘This pro- 
duced the juit reproof of the Baptift, which coft him his 
life. Herod knew his virtues, and would have forgiven 


him ; but Herodias artfully procured his death. 
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It is to be obferved, that Jofephus had been 
for a long feafon feparated from his own peo- 
ple. He was moreover in the Roman camp 
during the fiege of. Jerufalem: and he {peaks 


at large of the infatuation, obftinacy, and 


wickednefs, of the Jews: with which he feems 


to have been greatly affected. He more than 
once fays, that the hand of Heaven was appa- 


rently againft them. His words in one place 


are very remarkable upon this 


s head; where he 


1 te ; - 
{peaks to the Jews aah the camp of Vefpafian ! 
@eog wpx, Osos autos, emayEL ETA Parmocscoy xo0ae- 
CL0Y KUTW (9 Teg) DOs Nab THY TOTETOY Bier mde 


" 
TOY YEMZT KY Worry AVL OM ACEbe 


Both the ideas, 


and the language, upon the occafion are very 


fine: and the purport of the words is this ; 


* ‘This is taken notice of by the learned Grabe. Tefti. 


monium Chriftus non modo ceelitus accepit a Spirita, ab 


Angelis; fed in terra ab hominibus, ab apoftaticis Spiri- 
tubus, ab erroneis, ab i inimico. Tero yae xa. Trenzus. 
Oe Od 
t De Bello. L. 2. C. 6. 'p. 3755 
| That 
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That it was manifeftly the Deity, God himfelf, 
who by the hands of the Romans brought thofe 
fiames of vengeance by way of purification upon 
the polluted temple: and fuffered the city, which 
was filled with abominations, to be rooted up from 


its very bafis. ‘Thefe things. weaned Jofephus 
from his national prejudices, and made him 
ready to difclofe many truths, which he might 
otherwife have fupprefied. 


We may therefore, I think, be affured, that 
he was the Author of this little, but important, 
hiftory, which has been attributed to him: 
and many in the like circumftances would have 
delivered themfelves in the fame manner. 
Let us fuppofe, that a perfon, many years after 
thefe occurrences, had inquired of one of the 
Roman Soldiers, who guarded the fepulchre, 
about Chrift and his wonderful works. Would 
not his account have been fimilar to that given 
by Jofephus? He might have faid, That, 
when his Legion was quartered in Fudea, he had 
refided both in Galilee and Ferufalem: and that 
he had feen many, who were eye-witnelfes to the 
extraordinary events of thofe times. He might ii 
poflibly have added, I my/felf faw ‘Fefus, a man i 
of great wifdom, if we may be allowed to call him i 
| | a man. i 


SUPER PEC SMeDT SESH amEREGPNV Higa se nen enegUMOEAA SERED TTF geOnRTOS 


eres ae 


aman. For be was a performer of very extraordi- 


nary operations: and a great teacher among thofe, 


who were inclined to religion and morality. This man 


gained many followers, both among the people of Fu- 


dea, and the Flellenifte of other regions. He was 


the perfon, who at other times was called Chriftus. 
He incurred the illwill of the chief people at Feru- 
falem; and at their inftigation he was condemned 
by Pilate to be crucified. But thofe, who valued 
him in bis lifetime, paid the fame regard to him 
after bis death. And they had good reafon: for 
he appeared to them in perfon, after be had been 


three days dead: and they faw him repeatedly, and 
for fome time. And of this I can fo far bear tef- 


timony, as I was an eye-witne/s to bis refurrection, 


For a band of my Cobort being ordered to guard 
the tomb, where be was.laid, it was my chance to 
be one of the party: and we accordingly took our 
ftation. About the lafi watch there was an earth- 
guake ; and the tomb, which was clofed up with 
a large maffy ftone, opened: and all we, who were 
about it, were feized with a panick; fuch as I 
never experienced before. In foort, we all became 
as dead men, while the extraordinary operation | 
was carrying on. For we faw manifeftly a divine 
perfonage opening the fepulchre: and the dead 
body revived, and afcended from it. In the morn- 


ing 
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ing we went into the city, and reported to the Chief 
Priefts and Rulers, what had happened. They 
did not controvert the point, for tt was too evi- 
dent. They however gave us money; and defired 
that we would give out, that the difciples came by 
night, while we were afleep, and ftole the body. 
This was a very idle expedient. For you .well 
know the nature of a Roman watch: and the 
difcipline, to which it is fubjett. Koman Centinels 
afford no fuch opportunity to be deceived. And if 
it were poffible for every one of the band to have 
thus fallen afleep, how could we have known, by 
whom, and in what manner, the body was taken 
away. Befides if the difciples had once intended 
fuch a [cheme, they would have put it in execution 
upon the preceding night, before the tomb was 
fealed, or the watch placed. And when they were 
once in poffeffion of the body, they might have faid 
any thing. For if they could but perfuade the 
people, that be was rifen; it would fignify little, 
upon what day it was, or at what hour. But 
the body certainly did rife: and many of the 
ews averred, that tm their facred books, there 
were prophecies to this purpofe; and that Chrift 
was to be a great Prince, and to rule over the 
qworld. But as be bas ceafed to appear; and 
both the temple and city of the ‘fews have fince 
been 
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been laid in ruins ; I leave you to judge. of this lat- 
ter opinion. All, that i can fay, is; that he 
seems to have been one of the moft extraordinary 
perfonages, which has appeared for ages: and 
there 1s a large fect called Chriftians, who ftill re- 


verence his memory, and follow his doctrines. 


I beg to know, if there be any thing in this 
fuppofed narration, which we may not fairly 
imagine, would have been mentioned upon 
fuch an occafion? And is there any thing faid 
by Jofephus, that may not from hence be war- 
ranted? We may be affired, that a perfon 
might have been witnefs to many of our Sa- 
viour’s miracles, and yet by no means a profe- 
lyte.to his doctrines; nor believed in him as 
the Meffiah. Many of the difciples fell away : 
even the Apoftles forfook him, and fled. And 
this affords me an opportunity of comparing 
the teftimony of Jofephus with the Charaéter 
given of Chrift by the two difciples, who. were 
journeying to Emmaus. . For they. were at 
that feafon in the fame ftate of uncertainty, as 
may judge Jofephus to have been after. 
wards: and their account is very fimilar to 
that given by him. They were joined in their 
way by our Saviour unknown to them;. who 


afked 
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afked them of what they were difcourfing. 
* When one of them whofe name was Cleopas 
anfwering faid unto him: Art thou only a flranger 
in Ferufalem, and haft not known the things, 
which are come to pafs there in thefe days? And 
be faid unto them, what things? And they faid 
unto him, concerning Fefus of Nazareth; which 
was a prophet mighty in deed and word before 
God, and all the people: and how the Chief 
Priefts and our Rulers delivered him to be con- 
demned to death; and have crucified him. But 
ave trufted, it had been be, which fhould have re- 
deemed Ifrael. And befide all this, to-day is the 
third day, fince thefe things were done. Yea and 
certain women alfo of our company made us afto- 
nifbed, which were early at the fepulchre. And 
when they found not his body, they came faying, 
that they had alfo feen a vifion of angels, which 
faid, that be was alfo alive. And certain | of 
them, which were with us, went to the fepulchre ; 
and found it even fo as the women had faid: but 
him they faw not. If we compare this with the 
account given by the Hiftorian, we fhall find the 
manner of narration different; but the hiftory in 
moft parts the fame. As to the difciples, their 


* Luke. C, 24. v. 18. 
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atteftation is very fimilar to that in the paffage 
above. They looked upon Jefus to have been 
a Prophet mighty in word and deed. They 
mention fome of the principal circumftances 
of his life and death; and fpeak of his rifing 
from the grave. They add, that they once 
looked, that he would prove the Meffiah 
Prince; the perfon, who was to redeem Ifrael. 


. They intimate that they were difappointed in 
| their hopes: that they had been aftonithed, 
i | embarraffed; and were {till in a ftate of uncer- 
tainty. And this was more or lefs the fituation 
of Jofephus; and of thoufands of the Jewith 
nation. The difciples indeed had the cloud 
taken off from their underftanding by a mi- 


raculous interpofition; while others remained 
in darknefs, Many were left in a middle ftate; 


in a kind of uncertain twilight: fubluftri noétis 


a ge Ee ee ee en ee ew en Se OO 


in umbra? By thefe means they were empow~ 


ered to defcry fome truths; but had not light 
enough to comprehend their purport. Such 
particularly was the fituation of our Hiftorian ; 
who has been able to tranfmit to us much cu- 


rious evidence to the confirmation of the Scrip- 


tures; and above all this teftimony concerning 
our Saviour. But at the fame time, that he 
acknowledged him.to be. Jefus called Chrift, 

5 | he. 
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he knew not, that he was the mighty God, the 
everlafting Counfellor, the Prince of peace. 


When people therefore think, that, whoever 
knew fo much, muft neceffarily have known 
more ; and that fuch evidences were too {trong 


to be refifted, they are certainly miftaken. Jo- 
fephus might have written every thing, which 
is above mentioned, and ftill not have been a 
Chriftian. Thofe, who form oppofite notions, 
have not confidered the force of prejudice.. 
They know not, what is meant by a ftumbling- 
block, and rock of offence; nor the cuavdarov,. 
of which the difciples were fo frequently warn- 
ed. If the fame miracles were to be exhibited 
at this day, would they be attended with bet- 
ter effect? Or if Chriftianity, whofe evidence 
arifes to moral certainty, could be demon- 
ftrated, would it be uniformly embraced? We 
may be affured, not. Some are light and in- 
attentive, others capricious and eafily difguft- 
ed: and many are devoted to worldly pur- 
fuits and pleafure ; upon whom the truth can 
have little effect. The moft accumulated 
evidence is often outweighed by a fingle 
doubt, or fcruple: and all, we know, made | 
void, becaufe there remains fomething \ : 
till 
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ftill unknown. Such is the debility of humari 
nature, which is eafily mifled by diffidence 


and caprice, and prejudices of various kinds. 
There is moreover, what is called hardnefs of 
heart. This is often obfervable in perfons of 
great natural parts: who fee the truth in its 
They 


admit the evidences : and ftand as it were in the 


full ftreneth ; yet cannot be won over. 


blaze of day; yet feel not the light, which is 
fo forcibly prefled upon them. TI acknowledge, 
fdys *Roufleau, that the majefty of the Scriptures 
aftonifbes me; and the fanttity of the Gofpel fills 
me with rapture. Look into the writings of the 
Philofophers with all their pomp and parade: 
how trivial they appear, when compared with this 
facred volume? Is it pofible, that a book fo 
fimple, and fo fublime, foould be the work of a 
Is it poffidle, that he, whofe bhiftory it 
contains, foould be a mere man? Is the ftyle 
that of an enthufiaft, or of a fettary inflated 
with ambition? What /weetne[s! what purity 
of morals! what force, what perfuafion in bis 
inftructions! His maxims how fublime! bis dif- 
courfes bow wife and how profound! Such pre- 
fence of mind: fuch beauty and precifion in his 
anfwers! Where is the Man, or the Philofo- 


man ° 


* Emilius. Vol. 2. p. 86. 
pher, 
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Ma gyal 
pher, who knows how to aft, to fuffer, and to 
die, without weakne/s, or oftentation?—If So- 
crates lived, and died like a Philofopher ; Chrift 
lived and died like a God. Shall we fay, that 
the Evangelical Hiftory was invented at pleafure ? 
My Friend, inventions are not made after this 
manner: and the bhiftory of Socrates, concerning 
which nobody entertains a doubt, is not fo well at- 
tefted, as that of Chrift.—Tbe Gofpel hath fuch 
Jtrong and inimitable marks of truth, that the 
Inventor would be more furprizing, than the 
Hero. Is not this a noble Panegyric? and muft 
we not from hence conclude that the Author 
is a determined Chriftian? Stop, gentle Read- 
er, for a moment; and attend the fequel : for 
his words are thefe. Yet notwithftanding all 
this, the fame Gofpel abounds with things fo in- 
credible, and fo repugnant to reafon, that it is 
impoffible for any man of fenfe to conceive, or ad- 
mit, them. Thus the Evangelical writings, 
and the doétrines, which they contain, are 
finally fet at nought; becaufe there are fome 
things, which Monfieur Rouffeau cannot con- 
ceive. Whoever wants to know, what is hard- 
nefs of heart, cannot have a better example, 
than this, which is here produced. Notwith- 
ftanding the ftrong and inimitable marks of truth 
F in 
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in the Gofpel; and the certainty of Chrift’s 
hiftory, which is reprefented, as more certain 
than things the beft certified, the Author tries 


fecretly to undermine * the whole. He ac- 
cordingly makes this very Gofpel no better 
than the Alcoran: and brings Chrift himfelf 
upon a level with Mahomet and other impof- 
tors. ‘This he does by traducing the effential 
parts of thofe hiftories, which he has been 
praifing: by afferting, that ¢ other_ religions 

have 


* I confidered, fays Rouffeau, the diverfity of feéts, with 
which the earth is overfpread ; each mutually charging the 
other with deception, and error. I atked, Which is the true 
religion 2? Each of them made anfwer, mine: none but 
my felf, and thofe of my way of thinking, are in the 
right. And how do you know, that yours is the true 
religion? Becaufe God faid it. And who told you that 
God faid it? Fhe Parfon of our Parifo, Se. Emilius 
Vol. 2. p. 62. 


4+ We have three principal Religions in Europe ; one 
admits but a fingle revelation, the other admits two; the 
other three. Each detefts and curfes the other two; 
charging them with blindnefs, hardnefs of heart, obfti- 
nacy, and falfhood. p. 78. At the conclufion fpeaking of 
‘the Chriftian Religion he fays, Jt may be the bef, but it 
has certainly every prejudice againft it. 

In the College of Sorbonne it is as clear as the noon 
day, 
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dana 
have equal pretenfions to be believéd: and 
- that a Chriftian is not better affured in his 
faith, than a * Mahometan. We fee here, how 
Capricious human wit is, and how inconfiftent 
with itfelf. All which I mention to fhew, that 
there are people now in the world, who can fee 
the force of evidence, yet do not intimately 
feel it; as their heart cannot retain any fen- 
fible impreffion. Hence they become untfta- 
ble, irtefolute, and devoted to doubt, and 
darknefs; 


There are other objections, though of no 
ereat confequences; which are raifed from the 


day, that the prophecies concerning the Meffiah relate to 
Chrift. Among the Rabbies at Amfterdam it is equally 
clear, that they do not bear the leaft relation to him. 


“Pe If. 


* At Conftantinople the Turks tell their reafons, but 
we dare not mention ours: it is here our turn to cringe. 
Two thirds of mankind are neither Jews, Mahome- i 
tans, nor Chriftians. p. 81. I look upon all religions; as i 
I believe them all good 1 | 


fo rnany falutary inftitutions. 
when God is ferved in a proper manner. p. 89. Who 
would think it poffible, that there fhould be fuch ca- i 
pricioufnefs and inconfiftency in man ? 
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jlence of Authors. ‘This is a very precarious 


ne about the truth: and 


oO 


and fatal way of judgin 
we may deprive the world of much good evi- 
dence, if we arbitrarily fet it afide, becaufe we 
do not meet with it in every place, where it 
might poffibly be expected. It is faid, that 
this paffage about our Saviour is not to be 
found in Origen: and it certainly is not. Yet 
{ think, that he manifeftly alludes to it, as I 
have fhewn. We likewife do not. find it in 
reat ftrefs is laid upon. this 
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omiffion. It is to be obferved, that this writer 


Photius: and 
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makes mention of the two principal works of 
tio? the * War of the Jews; and the 
) Antiquities of the fame people. And in 

efpect to the latter, the whole of his account 
confifts in defcribinz the life of the Author; 
and his ftyle, and manner of writing. He 
produces no one circumiftance from the hiftory. 
How then can we expect, that he would Pite 
quoted this particular pat lag oe from i it; when 
he does not mention a fingle fact? But it 1s 
urged, that it ought to have been previoully 


. ° * . ig 
mentioned in the account given by him ot 
o J 


. Photius. C; 47. Ps 34. 
t Ibid, C, 76. p. 165. 


* Juftus Tiberienfis. This Hiftorian was con- 
temporary with Jofephus: and it is obfervable, 
that he never made any mention of our Sa- 
viour. In confequence of this it is + faid, 
that Photius would neceffarily have contrafted 
the filence of Juftus with the evidence given 
by Jofephus; if fuch evidence had exifted. 
But this notion of all others is the moft idle: 
for there is no reafon to think, that Photius at 
that time had met with the Antiquities of Jo- 
fephus. His work contains an account of all 
the Authors, which he had read, in the order, 
in which they came to hand: and the whole 
confifts of two hundred and eighty articles. 
That he defcribed them, as they came to 


hand, feems very evident from many cir- 
cumftances: but efpecially from the two hifto- 
ries of Jofephus ; which ftand at a great dif- 
tance from one another. Between the war of 
the Jews, and the Antiquities, there are twen- 
ty-eight different treatifes. He would never 
have thus feparated them, if he had read them 
"1 immediate fucceffion. As to the article of 


Juftus Tiberienfis it ftands at a ftill greater 


*-Thid, \Ci. sa. p, £0. 
+ See Faber, Blondellus, and others. 
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interval: and precedes the Antiquities of Jo- 
fephus by forty-three numbers. It may pof- 
fibly have been fome years before he met with 


thefe Antiquities. There is therefore not the 
leaft reafon to expect, that he fhould have in- 


troduced the paffage in difpute in his account 
of * Juftus. In fhort it is hard to fay, fhould 
we purfue this fatal rule of cancelling, where 
the mifchief would ftop. For if we are to 
make void the account given of Chrift, be- 
caufe not mentioned by Photius; we mutt 
upon the fame grounds fet afide the valuable 
Treatife of Jofephus againft Apion: for this 
too does not occur in Photius. And it is more 
ealy to conceive, that a perfon fhould omit a 
few lines, than neglect a whole volume. But 


this way of. judging is very fallacious, and 


equally unjuft. 


* Some think, that Photius thould have introduced 
this paflage in his account of the Book Wee THs TB Bavros 
aitsac, Which he at firft attributed to Jofephus. But he 
tells us afterwards, that he found, that it was written by 
another perfon. Befides, when he treated of this book, 
he had never feen the Antiq, Judaice, from whence the 
extract was to be taken. The book above mentioned 
occurs in Photius. C. 48. p. 36. by many Articles an- 
tecedent to the Antiquities of Jofephus. 


The 
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The like objection has been raifed from the 
filence of Juftin Martyr, and Clemens of 
Alexandria: but it is of no validity. People 
do not confider, that thefe writers, and efpe- 
cially the former, lived rather too early to 
have this evidence of fuch confequence, as that 
it fhould neceflarily be mentioned. Juftin 
was born within a very few years of the death 
of * Jofephus: and confequently both he, and 
thofe, with whom he converfed, muft have 
known perfons, who had been contemporaries 
with the Hiftorian; and who could afford the 
fame intelligence, as is recorded by him. Juftin 
would hardly quote from a fingle perfon, what 
was equally authenticated by numbers: and 
we feldom have recourfe to hiftorical evidence, 
when oral tradition is fo recent and copious : 
and at the fame time of equal authority. It 
is faid of Tgnatius, that he faw Chrift, when 


‘upon earth: and he lived to the beginning of 


* Jofephus wrote his Antiquities about the thirteenth 
year of Domitian, anno C. 93. How long he lived 
afterwards is uncertain. Juftin is faid to have been born 
A.C. 114. Had Jofephus lived to the birth of Juftin, 
he would have been feventy-fix years. old: for he was 
born A, C. 38: the firft year of Caligula’s reign. 
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the fecond century. How many muft have 
been alive at the time of Juftin, who had con: 
verfled with Ignatius, and with others of the 
fame ftanding? It was therefore by no means 
incumbent upon this Father in his conference 
with Trypho the Jew, to urge the words of 
Jofephus: for his opponent, if he had chofen 
to have abided by it, muft have had in the be- 
ginning of his life the like evidence often 
repeated. The firft Chriftians had the Com- 
mentaries of * Herod, and the writings of 
Molo, Mnafeas, and Nicolaus Damafcenus, in 
which there muft have been matters to their 
purpofe: but they do not mention them. 
Why then do we lay fuch a ftrefs upon their 
not appealing to Jofephus? In fhort thefe ob- 
jections are mere cavils, which do not deferve 
_to be anfwered: but I thought it better not to 


pafs them by; as too much weight has been 
jaid on thefe imaginary defeéts. 


It is obfervable, that in the dialogue with 


Trypho, Juftin never dwells upon the charaéter 


* Jofephus Ant. L. is. C. 6. p.756. In thefe might 
have been expected fome account of John the Baptift, and 
of the Magi. The other writers are afterwards mentioned: 
by Eufebius in confirmation of the bible hiftory. 
of 


of Chrift, nor upon his doctrines, miracles, 
and refurrection; but feems rather to mention 
them incidentally: And the reafon is, that 
thefe articles were not then difputed. The 
great fubject in debate was; whether Chrift 
after all was the Mefliah. The whole of the 
dialogue turns upon this. To have urged 
upon fuch an occafion the words of Jofephus 
would have been telling Trypho, what he 
knew already; and trying to prove, what was 
never difputed. For had the Jew entertaine 
any doubts. of thefe things, Juftin mult have 
begun with other arguments. But he fpeaks 
‘of thefe things, as-well known, and in general 
* allowed : and Trypho feems to acquicice. We 
may be aflured, that in theie early times Chrift 
was admitted, as a great prophet; and his 
operations were. believed among the Jews by 
numbers, who were not converts. 


There is ftill another objection to this 
hiftory of Chrift, which arifes from the place of 
its introduction. The learned Faber thinks, 
that it is inferted in a manner fo unnatural, 


and irregular, that this alone is fufficient to 


* See Juftin Dialog. p. 117. 
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prove ita forgery. I muft confefs, that there 
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was a time, when I yielded to his authority, 
and thought, that there was reafon in his ar- 


guments. But it appears to me now in a very 


different light: and the very premifes, which 
made me think it an interpolation, afford me 
proof of its authenticity. Let us however 


{tate the objection in its full force: and after-. 
wards produce our reafons for diffenting from 
this able critic. Jofephus in the foregoing 
chapter had been giving an account of a tu- 
mult and fedition at Jerufalem; which took 
its rife from Pilate’s endeavouring to bring a 
watercourfe into the city. The Jews oppofed 
it, and interrupted the work: upon which Pi- 
late, having taken a proper opportunity to re- 
venge himfelf, fet upon the Jews with a band 
of foldiers, and fome of them. were flain. 
He in another place fays, that about the fame 
time there was a fimilar tumult in Rome, 
which was {till more fatal to his countrymen. 
* Kos vero TRS MUTES xpoves ETEQOY Th Ocbvoy eVoouGes 
vrs¢ Isdaiss. ura. Now between thefe two 
fections, and their refpective hiftories, this 
account of Chrift 1s introduced; and the natu- 


ral progrefs of the hiftory is apparently inter- 
rupted. Leave out the paflage about our Sa- 


viour, 
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yiour, and the connexion is maintained, and 
the feries of detail carried on in proper order. 
To this I anfwer, that all this is very true: 
but muft every thing in hiftory be fet afide, 
which is obliquely introduced: and muft truth 
be neceffarily made void, becaufe there is a 
feeming irregularity in its being tranf{mitted, 
Jofephus is certainly a valuable writer: but 
we muft not expect the fame method and ele- 
gance, which we meet with in Thucydides, and 
the beft Writers of Greece. He often intro- 


duces little hiftories by way of Epifode: of . 


which we have an inftance in the very next 
chapter. For when he is going to give an 
account of the fecond calamity, which befell 
the Jews at Rome, he ftops fhort, and gives a 
detail much longer, than this, which is ob- 
jected to, and of lefs moment. It related to a 
fcene of villainy carried on in the temple of 
Ifis. He intimates indeed, that-he fhall take 
the liberty to introduce it. But his prefacing 
it in this manner amounts to nothing: for the 
interruption is the fame, and the promifed 
hiftory fufpended. It is therefore idle to dwell 
upon an objection, which is obviated, as foon 
as made. We muft make allowance for dif- 
ferent modes of writing: and not arbitrarily 
at 
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at this time of day frame rules; and then bring 
the truth of ancient hiftory to this imaginary 
teft. What led Jofephus to introduce the 
hiftory of Chrift, where it is now inferted, was 
the name of Pilate being previoufly men- 


tioned. This afforded a fair connexion; and 
he proceeded accordingly. 


And here it is obfervable, that when he 
begins his account concerning Jefus, it is in 
thefe words, UAT TETOY TOV YoOVOY 5 meaning, at 
the time, when Pilate was Procurator of Judea, 
Jeius made his appearance. But the hiftory, 
follows, begins, %ab VITO TSS HUTES YeovEas’ 
Moreover about, or near to, thofe fame. times, 
{ may perhaps be thought too minute, yet I 
cannot help thinking, that this difference in 
-xpreffion proves, almoft to a demonftration, 
that this hiftory always ftood, where it is now 
found. The Author, {peaking of Chrift, fays, 
as I have above mentioned, that he made his 
appearance xara tarov roy MeovoY « that iS, at the 
time before [pecified, when Pilate prefided 
Judea, and when there was an infurreétion Sf 
the Jews. But fpeaking afterwards of the fe- 
cond difturbance, he varies his phrafe, and 
fays, umo ras auras xpoves: near, or about, thofe 


9 fame 


Le 14 
fame times ; the times of the two former * events 5 
another misfortune happened. In thefe words he 
refers both to the time of Pilate; and to the 
time of our Saviour; whofe hiftories imme- 
diately + preceded. He accordingly changes 
the word sxovov to a plural; as he refers to a 
plurality of events. Had there not originally 
been fomething introduced between the ac- 
counts of the two feditions, the Author would 
have ufed a fingular, yeovev; as he does in 
innumerable other ¢ places. But, as I before 
faid, alluding to two events, he alters it toa 
plural; as it related to a twofold piece of 
hiftory. From hence I conclude, that this 
epitome of our Saviour’s life and character was 
undoubtedly in the original of Jofephus. for 
the Author in the laft feGtion manifeftly refers 
to two pieces of hiftory, which had preceded ; 


* The events ftand in the following order according to 
‘their fections. 

6. Tsvaros, nas n saosse 

y. Kara teToy Tov Xeovey Tnoes, Copos avnee 


Dd. Yao Tas auTes yeoves ETEgOV Tb OEbVOYs 4 T Ac 
+ See backward, p. 8. where the original ig quotes 
at large. 
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ahd the account about our Saviour mutt necef- 
{farily have been one of them. It therefore 
always ftood, where it is now found; and cans 
not but be deemed genuine. ‘This argument, 
if true, (as I prefume it to be,) precludes all 
future altercation, and makes void every fcru- 


ple, which has hitherto been idly encou- 
raged. 


The purpofe of Jofephus in his Antiquities 
of the Jews, was to take off fome imputa- 
tions, which had been caft upon that people; 
and to vindicate their charatter to the world. 
For this purpofe he likewife wrote his very 
learned treatife againft Apion; who had il- 
liberally defamed them. In each of | thefe 
works he did great honour to his nation: yet 
no writer was ever fo detefted, as Jofephus 
has been by the Jews, who came after him. 
From whence could this difaffeétion arife, but 
from-this too favourable teftimony about. our 
Saviour? This is what has leavened the 
whole, which he wrote: and all the honour, 
which he otherwife conferred, could not com- 
penfate for it. * This, fays Mr. Whifton, 


* Differtation. 1. p. 69. 
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bears fo bard upon the unbelieving Fewijh nation s 
ns that it could never be endured by them. It 
feems to me to be the principal caufe of their re- 
jecting this excelient * Author. ‘This abhorrence 
has providentially been the caufe, that this 
paffage has not been obliterated in many 
copies of the hiftory. For if the Jews in 
after times could in any degree have admitted 
the Hiftorian; they would have found means 
to have either erafed, or omitted, this account 
in their manufcripts. But we are affured, that 
no fuch deficiency is any where to be obferved. 
Thus we find, that the hatred of this people 
has been an advantage to the Hiftorian: and 
affords us ftrong evidence, that the hiftory in 
queftion, was ever to be found where it ftands. 
Had it been away; no offence would have 
been taken by thofe of his nation. 


In fhort it was never prefumed, that any 
external proof exifted in oppofition to this 
memorable paffage. For the fpace of near 
fifteen hundred years it was tranfmitted un- 


* They repudiated the genuine hiftory, and in its 
room fubftituted an idle detail, fuppofed to have been 
written by Jofephus Ben Gorton, 
impeached : 
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wmpeached: and fo far were writers from 


imagining, that there was any deceit, that they 
efteemed it of the greateft confequence. From 
the time of Eufebius to that of Platina, and 
* Trithemius, it was quoted at large; and 
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juftly valued: nor was there a fingle writer in 
all that fpace, ¢ or before, who afforded the 
leaft hint to its difadvantage. And when 
‘ people began in the fixteenth century to en- 


tertain fufpicions ; thefe were not warranted by 
any real evidence: but proceeded merely from 
doubts and furmifes, which were unjuftly en- 
tertained. ‘They raifed imaginary difficulties, 


* It has been quoted at large, by Eufebius twice: By 
Hegefippus de Excid. Urbis Hierofol. By Rufinus in 
Hift. Ecclefiaft. By Hieron. de viris illuft. in Jofepho. 
Alfo in the Greek verfion of Sophronius. By Ifidorus 
Pelufiota. By Sozomen, but partially. By Epiphanius 

_ Scholafticus at large. By Freculphus Lexovienfis. By 
Macarius. By Cedrenus. By Zonaras. See Daubuz and 
Whifton. Alfo Fabricii Bibliothec. Gr. L. 4. C. 6. 
p- 237- No extract from any hiftory was ever more faith- 
fully copied, or more repeatedly quoted by Writers in a 
long fucceffion. And to this lift other Authors might be 
added, were it neceflary, quite down to the fifteenth 
century. | 


+ From the year 324 to 1480, 
and 
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-and fuffered themfelves to be too eafily dif- 
gufted. They prefumed, that the whole was 
an interpolation; and founded their notion on ; 
the internal evidence: it being inconceivable 
to them, that a Jewith Writer could afford a 
teftimony fo much in favour of Chriftianity. 


This internal evidence I have abundantly ex- 
amined; and it appears to me manifeft, that 
thoufands of the Jews at that time believed 
every thing, which is there faid: and would 
have afforded the fame evidence, if required. 
In confequence of this I am perfuaded, that 
our hefitation and difidence arifes from pre- 
judice: and that we have formed wrong ideas Fis 
both of the people and the times. We do not 
feem to admit of any medium between a zea- 
lous difciple, and a determined adveriary. 
But in this we do not make a juft eftimate of 
perfons and things; and dwell too much on 
the extremes. There was doubtlefs an inter- 


val of many degrees, in which might be per-. 

céived a gradual defcent from full conviction 

to a partial and limited belief: from thence to 

a. ftate of fufpended wonder and admiration ; 

and fo on to doubt, indifference, and coldnefs ; 

and finally to difaffection, bitternefs, and ob- 

-durate hatred. I do not mention disbelief of 
G . the 
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the miracles: for that could not in thofe times 
have happened. They were allowed long af- 
ter, even by Celfus, Porphyry, and Julian, 
Thofe therefore, who faw them, muft have be- 
lieved them; and muft have attefted what 
they knew: though their inferences may have 
been very different. In confequence of this, 
we may allow the truth fometimes to be wit- 
nefled by people, who are not perfeétly at- 
tached to it. We are told, that the very De- 
vils believe, and tremble. We muft not there- 
fore expect even infidelity to be uniform, nor 
apoftacy confiftent. We find, that fcoffers 
have their fcruples. * Rouffeau reveres the 


Mafs : and Voltaire has his Confeffor. 


* Under the character of the Vicar in Savoy, he men- 
tions rhe grandeur of the facrament: and {peaks of it as a 
real and incomprehenfible myftery. At the confecration of 
the wafer, he fays, I try to annihilate my underftanding be- 
Sore the Jupream Intelligence.—With awful reverence I pro- 
nounce the words of confecration: and I join to it all the 

’ faith dependent upon my will, to render them of due effect, 
Emilius. Vol. 2. p. go. I fuppofe by all the faith heat 
leaft means fome faith; or his words amount to nothing. 
Who would fuppofe, that this could have been {aid by a 
perfon, who had juft before efteemed the Gofpel no better 
than the Alcoran? Here we fee fuperftition and infide- 
lity go hand in hand. 


2 Thus 
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Thus have I endeavoured to redeem the 
credit of this ineftimable piece of hiftory ; 
and to obviate the objections, which prejudice 
has raifed againft it. I hope, that I have Ja- 
boured to good purpofe; and that all thofe 


feruples for the future will be removed, by 


which the truth has been hitherto impeded. 


Li kilesese 
ee esen tate eennd hd we SPE RRS 


HIS 


socbrebiaeesestsSels ci Laspaiae wane’ 


i 


ceedetetarnts 


seed row. 
He 


+ 
4 
j 
A 
+ 


eeeeee 


reeeaee 


ene 
eetety 


Ween Wehr tree bet 


seebee Mesh: 


peated 


- 


sf 


* 
ae 


ry 
- 


eet 


ae 
= 


esl eae 


mi 


eee ee 
ene ge 


See E Take Rann re 
he eee eam 


=f 
3 
He 
x 
“: 
iB 
7” 
S 
S 
: 
2 
* 
2 
: 
FS 
= 
. 
= 
rs 
z 
&| 
z 
z 
* 
gq 
4 
F 
* 
= 
“4 


BATS DLR, 


epasesesvenerees seis, 


SERPHAGI ORE PER HUARD DE Teh Ly Fy ‘ ‘x G TUT as or — 
. AAPEDORNUTTHWRRONGT POR REESTS SES FORT eee ghee es s Late ed eevee 


ve 


> al nn 
V6 QF 8 
7 


if 


Lie caper enyeee ret ac ere st ( ea nenyee ee 4 a aT Lane ; * 
enye ree 4 ory i aya REEL eES Sw ee eee ig eee Mes x 
tnitontererpeeret erate eeOEeialogr eee ets ay epebenb et Pia oo aa en a ed 


| 


' 


iwieiei eles 


sheaeae es 


or seeshshetesatestceseateyees 
i 


preety 
Habs 
anereat 


iy We ae He 
peo re me ws rt) 
>» BS te ge. 


eee 
ad 


stares 


erebetcde: 
pae® 


elepeniit 


eon 


ent ae Be 


“e 
foams 
ded 


Cee EM OTe 


me 


- 


a 
Piebueeversigh tek 
ere re resp ng inh ts 


® 
* 


a 


x 

Sekine 
hedbaetetpaniate) 
Daievarae se 


Ronee 


